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COVMENTS FROM THE NETHERLANDS

[2.5. "Function" ...]

SUGGESTI ON
“Function, in ternms of lighting and |ight signalling, is the purpose for which
a device (lanp) is neant to be used.”

2.7.12. "Stop lamp" nmeans a lanp used to indicate to other road-users to
the rear of the vehicle that the speed of the vehicle is
intentionally [retarded] in a prescribed manner.

QUESTI ON
Al so for (adaptive) cruise controls?

5. 24, Wth the exception of retro-reflectors, a |anp even bearing an
approval mark [or other required markings] is deened o be not
present when it cannot be made to operate by the sole installation
of a light source.

EDI TORI AL:

original: .not to be present...

6.5.4. 3. In | ength:
Front direction indicator |anps:
at the front.
Side direction indicator |anps:
the distance d (see Figure 2) between the side direction indicator
lanmp and front of the vehicle shall [not exceed 2.5 m (Reg. 48
requires 1.8 m—- 2.5 mis a relaxation for ML and N1 vehicles and
special structural problens) or 1/2 of the vehicle s overal
| ength, whichever is less].

REMARK:

2.5 mis NOT the same as 2500 mm considering (neasurenent) tolerances.

In present form Reg. 48 states these distances in mllinetres.

6.5.5.3. For the direction indicator to be considered visible throughout
the angl es of geonmetric visibility one of the follow ng shall be
met :
The m nimum | um nous intensity within the above angl es nmust not be
| ess than 0.3 cd;

QUESTI ON

Shoul d a requirenent for measuring the |lum nous intensity be included in a
regul ation dealing with the installation of the devices?

or
Throughout the angles of geonmetric visibility, with the outward
angle up to 45°, the lanmp nust provide an unobstructed view of the
apparent surface of at |east 12.5 cnf, except for the side
direction indicator for which the minimumarea is 10 cnf. The
apparent surface of any retro-reflector shall be excluded.
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6.5. DI RECTI ON | NDI CATOR LAMP
FI GURE 2

SUGGESTI ON
To add figure title(s) in Figure 2...

6.7. STOP LAWP
GENERAL QUESTI ON

Wherever a CHMSL is mentioned, what type of stop lanmp is nmeant?
An S3-type stop lanp only, or ‘any’ type of stop |anmp?

6.9. FRONT PCSI TI ON LAMP
6.9.1. Presence
Mandatory. on all motor vehicles. Mandatory on trailers over

1,600 mm wide. Optional on trailers which are not nore than 1, 600
mm wi de. (reinstated) /CDN

EDI TORI AL;
After (first) Mandatory to delete the full stop...

6.9.5. 2. For the front position |anp to be considered visible throughout
t he angles of geonetric visibility the follow ng shall be net:

The m nimum | um nous intensity within the above angl es nmust not be
| ess than 0.05 cd;

QUESTI ON
Shoul d a requirenent for measuring the |lum nous intensity be included in a
regul ation dealing with the installation of the devices?

or
Throughout the angles of geonetric visibility, with the outward
angle up to 45°, the lanp nust provide an unobstructed view of the
projected apparent surface of at |least 12.5 cnf.

The illumnating surface area of any retro-reflector that dges not

transmt light shall be excl uded.

QUESTI ON
Why del ete .that does not transmit light..?

/ O CA (CDN nmodi fications are double underlined.) /

6.10.5. 2. For the rear position lanp to be considered visible throughout the
angl es of geonmetric visibility the foll owi ng shall be net:

The m nimum | umi nous intensity within the above angl es nmust not be
| ess than 0.05 cd;

QUESTI ON
Shoul d a requirenent for measuring the lum nous intensity be included in a
regul ation dealing with the installation of the devices?

or

Thr oughout the angles of geonetric visibility, with the outward
angle up to 45°, the | anp nust provide an unobstructed view of the
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projected apparent surface of at |east 12.5 cnt.
The illum nating surface area of any retro-reflector that does not

transmit light shall be excl uded.

QUESTI ON
Why del ete .that does not transmit light..?

/ O CA (CDN nodi fications are double underlined.) /

6.17. S| DE RETRO- REFLECTOR, NON- TRI ANGULAR
6.17. 1. Presence
Mandat ory:

/Japan would like to revert to the original text. This is
unacceptable for CDN. In Japan side retro-reflectors on vehicles
|l ess than 6 mare optional (all owed), while in Canada front and
rear retro-reflectors are mandatory on all vehicles./

QUESTI ON ( EDI TORI AL) :
In last sentence “while in Canada... ... on all vehicles.”, | suppose is meant
.front and rear SIDE retro-reflectors...?

6.17.4.3. In I ength:

[At | east one side retro-reflector nmust be fitted to the mddle

third of the vehicle. the foremst side retro-reflector being not

thi-s—di-stanhce—aybeinhecreasedto4—m- The di stance between the

rearnost side retro-reflector and the rear of the vehicle shal
not exceed 1 m However, for notor vehicles the |length of which
does not exceed 6 m it is sufficient to have one side
retro-reflector fitted within the first third and/or one w thin
the last third of the vehicle length. ] /CDN

QUESTI ON

Is there a possi bl e CONTRADI CTlI ON bet ween what is proposed (CDN) here in
paragraph 6.17.4.3. and the paragraphs 6.17.1 and 6.17.27

Because here in 6.17.4.3., at |east when you read the “or”-version, you could
accept (only) one per side, whereas in 6.17.2 it states: “Two on each side of
the vehicle”.

[6.18.4.3. In length: at |east one side-marker |anp nmust be fitted to the
mddle third of the vehicle. theforempst—side-nmarkerlanrp—being

this distance may be increased to 4 m- The distance between the
rearnmost side-marker lamp and the rear of the vehicle shall not
exceed 1 m
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However, for vehicles the length of which does not exceed 6 m and
for—chassis-cabs, it is sufficient to have one side-marker |anp
fitted within the first third and/or within the last third of the
vehicle length.] /CDN

QUESTI ON

I's there a possi bl e CONTRADI CTlI ON bet ween what is proposed (CDN) here in
paragraph 6.18.4.3. and the paragraphs 6.18.1 and 6. 18. 27

Because here in 6.18.4.3., at |east when you read the “or”-version, you could
accept (only) one per side, whereas in 6.18.2 it states: “Two on each side of
the vehicle”.

COVMENTS FROM GERMANY

- PROPOSAL (By Dr. Manz - Germany)
»06.5. DI RECTI ON | NDI CATOR LAMP
6.5.1. Presence

Mandat ory.

Paragraph 6.5.2., anend to read:

6.5. 2. Nunmber

Mot or vehicl e:

2 front direction indicator Ianps of a mninmum Il um nous intensity
of 500 cd

2 side direction indicator |anps

2 rear direction indicator lanmps + 2 optional rear direction

i ndi cator | anps

Trailer:

[2 side direction indicator |anps}

2 rear direction indicator lanmps + 2 optional rear direction
i ndi cator | anps.

Paragraph 6.5.3., anend to read:

6.5. 3. Arrangenment (see figure bel ow)

Where | anps conbining the functions of front direction indicator
| amps and side direction indicator |lanps are fitted, two

suppl emental side direction indicator |anps nmay be installed to
meet the visibility requirements of paragraph 6.5.5.
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B. JUSTI FI CATI ON

Regardi ng the problemfromthe ECE — Wrl d:

In ECE Regulation No. 6 are different categories of direction indicators |anps
speci fied.

For front direction indicators lanps the different categories are
corresponding to mnimum lumnous intensities of 175 cd, 250 cd and 400 cd,

and they are required for distances of 340. mm 320. nmor 30 of the direction
indicators lanp to the headlanp as specified in paragraph 6.5.3. of the ECE
Regulation No. 48. The definition of the distance between two lanps is in
par agraph 2.17 of the ECE Regul ati on No. 48.

2. 17. " Distance between two lanps " which face in the same direction neans
the shortest distance between the two apparent surfaces in the direction of
the reference axis. Were the distance between the lanps clearly neets the
requi renents of the Regul ation, the exact edges of apparent surfaces need not
be det ern ned;

Regardi ng the problemfromthe FWSS Standard 108:

In Standard 108 are two different “categories” of front direction indicators

| anps defined by two different levels of mnimumIlum nous intensities, which
are 200 cd and (by the factor 2.5) 500 cd.

The use of the front direction indicators |anps of these different two
different levels of mninmumIlum nous intensities are corresponding to di stance
of 3100. mmfromthe optical centre of the direction indicators lanp to the

| i ghted edges of the headlanp as required in paragraph 571. 108 section
S5.3.1.7. (10-1-99 Edition) and as specified in a fornmer SAE Standard J1221
(Headl anp — Turn Signal Spacing — DEC 84).

The SAE Standard J1221 is not nmore in force as a Standard, but wll be used
for decisions on the base of 108.

Concl usi on:

The procedures to determ ne the distances are different in the definition and
not transformable. To solve this problemit is necessary to find a harnonized
definition and procedure to verify the |legal use of front direction indicators
| amps of the different categories.
The di scussion regardi ng possi bl e arrangenents of lanps in a future AFS —
design or sonme nodern designs of today, e.g. the direction indicator is inside
the arrangenent of headl anps (passing and/or driving beanm(s), front fog | anps
etc.), shown that the definition as given with the paragraph 2.17 of the ECE
Regul ation No. 48 causes problens. The problem coul d be happen that either

- the procedure is applicable and the result neets the requirenment, but

the acceptance in praxis is not given or
- the procedure is not applicable, because the arrangenents of the | anps
are too conpl ex.

For the future is it necessary to have a definition, which nmakes sense in the
vi ew of road safety, this needs at |east a lum nance to distance requirenent
resulting a sufficient contrast between the function front direction
i ndi cators and ot her | anps.
Therefore is for the time being the best solution to use the mni mum | um nous
intensity of 500 cd, which conplies with both | egislative areas and nobody has
any problemw th nmounting distance of the direction indicators lanp to the
headl anp.

6.7. STOP LAWP

6.7.2. Nunber
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The reference to categories according to Regulation No. 7 should be
revi ewed.
7.4. Position
7.4.1. In wdth:

o

(20 )]

For clarification, the third paragraph should read:
"However, in the case where a CHVMSL conmposed of two lanps is installed,

.7.7. Electrical connections

The second sentence shoul d be deleted. The text in square brackets could
al so be deleted, as it is covered by the first sentence.

.7.8. Tell-tale

In view of the inplications for traffic safety regarding correct operation
of stop lanps, the requirenents should be reviewed in order to provide a
warning to the driver in case of stop lanp failure. It is proposed to

i nsert provisions corresponding to the O CA proposal regardi ng paragraph
6.5.8. in informal docunment No. 14 for the 46'" GRE session

.12. PARKI NG LAMP
.12.8. Tell-tale

The second sentence shoul d be del et ed.

.14, & 6.17. RETRO- REFLECTORS

The differentiation between triangular and non-triangul ar devi ces shoul d
be revi ewed.

The definition in par. 2.9.3. concerning the illum nating surface of a
retro-reflector has been amended at the 46'" GRE session

. 18. SI DE- MARKER LAMPS

.18.1. Presence

The substance of the existing text in Regulation No. 48 should be
mai nt ai ned.

.18.8. Tell-tale

The second sentence shoul d be del et ed.

.19. DAYTI ME RUNNI NG LAWP
. 19. 4. Posi tion
.19.4.1. In width:

In order to elimnate problens of accommodati ng daytime running | anps
into the front design of the vehicle it is proposed to insert only the
requi renment: "Not |ess than 400 mm apart”.

.19.4.3. In length:

As noted in the points for further discussion, the expression "cause

di sconfort" should be revisited; as a first approach, it is suggested to
use the words "disconfort glare" and to explore the possibilities of an
obj ective nmeasurement in the framework of vehicle tests.

.19. 7. El ectrical connections

Anmend to read:

"The daytime running |anps shall be activated when the device which
starts and/or stops the engine is in a position which makes it possible
for the engine to operate. A manual deactivation of daytinme running |anps
shal | be possible. The daytime running |anps shall switch off
automatically when the headl anps are switched on, except when the latter
are used to give intermttent |um nous warnings at short intervals."
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6. 19. 8. Tell-tale
As a consequence of the anmendnents to par. 6.19.7. above, the text should
read:
"Mandat ory"

6. 20. | DENTI FI CATI ON LAMPS (Front and Rear)
It is recalled that the definition of discretionary |anp was to be
reviewed; in particular, it would be necessary to specify that the
installation of identification |anps may be permtted by nationa
regul ati ons.

6.21. CORNERI NG LAMP
The GIB proposal has been w thdrawn and a new proposal will be subnitted
by GIB for the 47'" GRE sessi on ( TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 46, par. 13. )

COVMMENTS FROM THE SOCI ETY OF MOTOR MANUFACTURERS AND TRADERS ( SMMI)
- Lighting and Signalling Working Group

2.16. 1. (5.7.1.) It has been suggested that to make the definition of a
single |l anmp easier to understand and additionally sinplify the text,
therefore 2.16.1 should conprise only the first three |ines ending at
the words ......... of the reference axis. The renmainder including the
provi sional reference to “type ‘D |lanp” should be del et ed.

Note: It is believed that to date there has been two i ssues caught up
within this item

(1) the definition of a single |lanp

(2) the issue of reciprocally incorporation

It is therefore suggested that in addition to the sinplification
proposed above, explanatory text and sketches for the second issue be
incorporated either in annex 3 or a new annex.

5. 15. We support the option of using the colour red for the rearnost side
mar ker | anp and rearnost side retro-reflector.

5.19. The use of the word “rear” in all three places is supported on the
grounds of clear and unanbi guous interpretation

5. 21. We are opposed to the introduction of this paragraph as it is seen as
un- necessary, irrespective of the reliability aspect of the
addi ti onal conponents.

6.4.2.2. For clarification we suggest the follow ng text.
“One or two additional reversing |anps ...... . trailers”.

6.5.3. 2" par agr aph
We are opposed to this paragraph
The front direction indicators should have a specification capable of
being installed in any relationship to the headl anps.
Just because ECE Regul ation 6 has devel oped with three specifications
is no reason for perpetuating this course.

6.5.5.1. Rear direction indicator — nmotor vehicles
We are of the opinion that an 80° outward angle is unnecessary as on
a motor vehicle, the side direction indicator already suppl enents the
rear direction indicator, thus the outward angle need only be 45°.
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6.5.5.3

6. 5.

6.5.8.

6.9.5.2.
6.10.5. 2.

6.13.4. 1.

6.14.4.1.

6.15.4. 1.

6.17.4.3.

To require a rear direction indicator to be supplenented by a
flashing rear anber side-marker lanp as is the present option
prevents the use of a red rearnost side marker lanp and is thus
contrary to harnonisation.

The option of a mninmum | um nous intens ity of 0.3cd should be
del eted from here and all subsequent paragraphs.

Figure 2

The categories of direction indicators in the second part of figure 2
shoul d be deleted as they do not relate to a global Technica
Regul ati on.

2" par agr aph

The paragraph, which is the same as that currently in ECE Regul ation
48 contains a wording that can cause an incorrect interpretation
e.g. “... . allows the failure of any one of the direction indicator

| anmps on the vehicle conbination thus formed to be detected”

We are of the opinion that this should read,
R . allows the failure of any front or rear direction indicator
| anmps on the vehicle combination thus formed to be detected”

Del ete the reference to | anp categories (S1 & S2)
Del ete the option of 0.05 cd.
Del ete the option of 0.05 cd.

The proposed 100 mm di nension is not acceptable in practical terns
particularly for all types of vehicle construction, including the
cabs of tractor units.

We find it strange that the existing 400 nm of ECE Regulation 48 is
unacceptable to Canada after its use for nany years in Europe.

We support the retention of 400nm particularly as these are usually
built into the rear |anp assenbli es.

We support the retention of 400nm
The rear corners of trailers are the areas nost susceptible to damage
whi | st manoeuvring articul ated vehicles.

We support the deletion of the first paragraph

Wth regard to the distance of 400 nm proposed fromthe front and

fromthe rear of the vehicle, there are considerations that have

caused to be revi ewed.

(1) The introduction of nmore rounded and ‘softer’ front ends of
vehicles in plan form

(2) The forward part of senmi-trailers that overlap the towi ng vehicle
and where, for swing clearance, and the avoi dance of damage,
devi ces have not been required in Europe for the first 4m of
their |ength.

We therefore suggest that the 400 nmm di stance be increased to [600
mm and that for semi-trailers the forenost device is allowed up to
A4m from the front.

Wthin the | ast paragraph, the exclusion clause should align with
6.17.2 and refer to vehicles less than 6min |ength.
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6.18.4.3. (1 st ) We support the deletion of the first paragraph in [ ]

brackets.

6.18.4.3. (2 nd ) Wth regard to the forenpst and rearnpst SM. and the 400 mm

di mrension we would reiterate the comments nade in 6.17.4.3 above.

We see no reason to require side nmarker |lanps (SM.) to be nounted on
dr awbar s.

Wth SML no nore than 600 mm from the rear of the tow ng vehicle and
the front of the trailer, then the gap between them would only be
2.8mmaxi num if the 4m spacing cones into play.

Do spacings |larger than 2.8 mexist between tractor and trailer?
The | ast paragraph has an exclusion clause for |ight duty vehicles,

but this should be aligned with 6.18.2 and reference nade to vehicles
| ess than 6m | ong.

6. 18. 5. It is suggested that the wording of the first paragraph be clarified

with the addition of;

“1f the front and rear SML are being used to supplenment the front and
rear position lanps and/or the front and rear direction indicators
then the forward angle of the forenpst and rearward angle of the
rearnost must remain at 45°.”

6.20.4.2. W suggest for clarification that, “if the door header is narrower

than 25mfi is replaced by;
“if the frame above the door is thinner than 25mfi.

COVMENTS FROM JAPAN

Japan would like to submit its coments on the docunment TRANS/ WP29/ GRE/ 2001/ 6,

with the proviso that although willing to adopt GIR requirenents Japan
reserves the right to relax an adopted GIR requirenent(s) when deened
necessary.

1) Par agraph 5.10.1. ..... Japan is opposed to the exenption of a red

2)

rearnost side marker lanp fromforward non- visibility requirenment. The
requi renents should also include the rearnost side marker |anp.

Justification

Since inreality red side marker |anps project forward a greater
intensity of |ight than side marker |anps of other colors, the whole
par agraph will becone unnecessary if a red rearnost side marker lanp is
exenpt ed.

For the visibility of red light towards the front of a vehicle, with
the exception of a red rearnost side-narker |anp, there nust be no
direct visibility of the apparent surface of a red lanp if viewed by
an observer noving within Zone 1 as specified in annex 2

Par agraph 6.2.4.2. ..... Japan proposes the addition at the end of the
par agr aph of a phrase prescribing the maxi numinstallation hei ght of
[950] mm for passing beam headl anps equi pped with gas-di scharge |ight
sour ces.
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not | ess than 500 mm above the ground and
not nore than [1, 200 mm above the ground.
[for vehicles defined in paragraph 2.27
not nore than 1,500 nm above the ground.]
However, for vehicles whose passing beam headl anps are equi pped with
gas-di scharge light sources not nore than 950 nm above the ground
(Justification will be given at the informal nmeeting in Septenber.)
3) Par agraph 6.4.1. ..... Japan requests the mandatory installation of

reversing lanps on trailers as well

Justification

There are cases for a trailer reversing on tractor.

Presence
Mandat ory on notor vehicles. Optional on trailers.

4) Par agraph 6.5.2. ..... Since the GIR at issue does not include heavy
vehicles in its scope at present, Japan requests the anendnent as
fol |l ows;

Trailer:

[2 side direction indicator |anps]
2 rear direction indicator lanps + 2 optional rear direction
i ndi cator | anps.

5) Par agraph 6.7.4.2. ..... Concerning the installation height of stop
| anps, Japan withdraws its comments submitted | ast year

Justification

Based on the result reached at the informal neeting in January.

For the symmetrical pair of stop | anps Sl or S2 categories
devices/edit/:
not | ess than 350 mm above the ground and Ao

not nore than 1,500 nm above the ground (2,100 mmif the shape of the
bodywor k makes it inpossible to keep within 1,500 mmand if the
optional |anps are not installed.— /Japan/ If ...

6) Paragraph 6.9.1. ..... Japan requests mandatory installation of position
| anps on those trailers which are not nore than 1,600 mm wi de.

Justification

There could be tractor vehicles with the narrower w dth.

Presence

Mandatory. on all notor vehicles. Mandatory on trailers over
1,600 mm wi de. Optional on trailers which are not nore than 1, 600
nm wi de. (reinstated) /CDN

7) Paragraph 6.9.4.2. ..... Concerning the installation height of front
position | anps, Japan withdraws its conments subnitted | ast year

Justification

Based on the result reached at the informal neeting in January.

not | ess than 350 mm above the ground and /edit/
not nore than 1,500 mm above the ground (2,100 mmfor OL and O2
categories of vehicles, or if any other categories of vehicles if the
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shape of the bodywork nakes it inpossible to keep within 1,500 nm).
[ Japan/

Paragraph 6.9.5.1. ..... Japan is opposed to the O CA proposal for
reduci ng the visible angle of front position |anps.

Justification

As Japan is currently considering anendnent of its regulation to end the
requi renent of side marker |anmps on short vehicles, the mninmm outward
vi si bl e angle of 80 degrees is necessary for front position lanps in
order to realize the side marker |anmp non-requirenent.

Hori zontal angl es forthe two positiontanps /CDN :
45° inwards and 80 45° 80°outwards. /O CA/

Paragraph 6.10.4.2. ..... Concerning the installation height of rear
position | anps, Japan withdraws its conments subnmitted | ast year

Justification
Based on the results reached at the informal neeting in January.

not | ess than 350 mm above the ground and /edit/

not nore than 1,500 mm above the ground (2,100 mmfor OL and Q2
categories of vehicles, or if any other categories of vehicles if the
shape of the bodywork makes it inpossible to

keep within 1,500 mm). /Japan/

Paragraph 6.10.5.1. ..... Japan is opposed to the O CA proposal for
reduci ng the visible angle of rear position |anps.

Justification
As Japan is currently considering anendnment of its regulation to end
the requirenment of side marker |anps on short vehicles, the nininum
outward visible angle of 80 degrees is necessary for rear position
lanps in order to realize the side marker |anp non-requiremnment.

Hori zontal angl es forthe two positiontanps /CDN:
45° inwards and 80 45° 80°outwards. /O

Paragraph 6.13.4.1. ..... As O CA, Japan objects to the tightening of
the requirement concerning the EOM. distance fromthe vehicle's extrene
outer edge.

Justification

If the EOML di stance is prescribed to be not more than 100 mm in Japan
there will be vehicles on which it is physically inpossible to instal
the mandatory outer mirrors used to view the i mediately front and

i medi ately |eft areas.

Paragraph 6.14.1. ..... Japan is opposed to the Canadi an proposa
because we consider the mandatory installation of rear reflex reflectors
is sufficient only for notor vehicles.

Justification
The triangular rear reflex reflector is mandatory on trailers.

Mandat ory on notor vehicles. (reinstated) /CDN
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Provi ded that they are grouped together with the other rear
I'ight-signalling devices, optional on trailers. (reinstated) /CDN
13) Paragraph 6.14.4.2. ..... Concerning the installation height of rear

14)

15)

16)

17)

reflex reflectors, Japan withdraws its comments submitted | ast year

Justification
Based on the results reached at the informal neeting in January.

above the ground,- not | ess than 250 mm and nor

not nore than 900 mm above the ground /edit/ (1,500 nmif the shape
of the bodywork makes it inpossible to keep within 900 mm. /Japan/

Paragraph 6.17.4.2. ..... Concerning the installation height of side
reflex reflectors, Japan withdraws its comments submitted | ast year

Justification
Based on the results reached at the informal neeting in January.

above the ground

not |ess than 250 nm and nor
not nore than 900 mm above the ground /edit/ (1,500 nmmif the shape
of the bodywork makes it inpossible to keep within 900 nm). /Japan/

Paragraph 6.17.4.3. ..... Japan i s opposed to the Canadi an proposal that
the distance of a side reflex reflector fromthe vehicle's front or rear
end be not nmore than 400 mm

Justification

For small buses and some other types of vehicles, it is not possible to
install a side reflex reflector within the proposed di stance due to the
presence of a glass door for stepping in and out of the vehicle. O
course, there are such buses which do not neet the requirement of 400 mm
due to the glass door even though they are within the scope of R48

Paragraph 6.18.4.3. ..... Japan objects to the Canadi an proposal that
the distance of a side marker lanmp fromthe vehicle's front or rear end
be not nore than 400 nm

Justification

For small buses and some other types of vehicles, it is not possible to
install a side reflex reflector within the proposed di stance due to the
presence of a glass door for stepping in and out of the vehicle. Sanme as
in 16), there are such buses which do not neet the requirement of 400 mm
due to the glass door even though they are within the scope of R48

Paragraph 6.19.1. ..... In order to enable countries to prohibit daytinme
running light (DRL) for reasons of their respective national conditions,
Japan requests that DRL be prescribed as discretionary |anps.

Optional Discretionary on notor vehicles. Prohibited on trailers.
(reinstated) /CDN




